Dear dr. Suanan, 


6/21A2 


.. u t v ,? b±3 ia * Wt ^ oor,pleto m ° in CA 718-70. I have not Included what I have 
n £?.”?* b ° ° f value to you and I appear not to have the 

idavlo of DateLd Anderson, which I believe to be perjurious. Bud Fenste.wald ia out 

l*"!* ^ ^ °‘ Ui0Bo1 "“"h* «* ^ ii' utlll had a copy. However, the Ootriot 
court clerk can supply a oopy. 

m ,iJ! “S° inGlud ? a °° w 01> FlW3&4J P» with the chapter In wlilch I discuss tills suit 
msuknd. Ii you would Like the other books, I’ll b» glad to sand »W . 

thrt ??>!? le J?* r8 *!? B 5® d toe(,th0r WGro not "V onl y proof before trying with Justice 
® 01 --*i^ cn ted the records of the British court. I liave to protect another, an 
Amnnoon student 121 Ioridon, now a federal employee. 

to ?’ *2 *“* «» copy ox' the complaint, Is asoamted 

to C9L.YL you kluie on lAeindienat ae a liar in PCI cases. 

eco-hi^A^ S f^!/ ;TOUp f°^ TOt include the wrong: mo cover that not 

£Kmt * 110 kr ‘ 0> ' tluLa w^ a a niiareiiresontation, he know he had not 
frn ' ? Vthln/: yet he asked ua to dismiss. He ia a man wlio niiould also in to root 
Sw T aref f r dl f cll0fle<l ycntoxday. If I as not mistaken his 6/26/?0 letter 

!^V*,T roceived a cony of anything at all. Bis latter of 7/W70, 
^ s falsehood, I think again without accident given the wrong date for 
the hearing. I. I had not spotted It we would have defaulted. 

Axor to -axis, or. no core tliat t&tohell’a belated latter of toy 6. 1970. which v akea 

tarta., tojn ftaof «* 13 a, Sort iyL“TZ 
°^ J;t ® j oX . a0Gai!3 was cover ooranunicated within the Department, is 
' cu 10 -"“Isa. y copy ia an umatoc carbon. They had thou provided nothing . 

.. I was cent a Scotch-taped cony that Is paper-clipped to a later copv of 

cIaa^xc 1 5 X 4 + C ^ Vnr 2™ ri i±al1 thf,y wnnted to aliainato the proof they had actually’' 
claa^fiod it. Conpurln,'* it with tho two pieces of tlio later and actual cony show/the 
deliberate intent, but someone goofod and instead of sending bio tho »rox of tho iV,ko 

*“"• 1 st p 1 have it in the envelope in which it was nailed. It no. ms 
apparont tho covor coiud havo bean copied in ono pioce. 

.. Cu f ' aI, ' 3 ortor of tlxe 19th ws on tlu> morning of the eighth day- after ho «xve 

th! t ° 4 ^ Vf; Im '‘ Wiuit 4t **• witldnin,? within a week. It io horc than' in 

th af.iuayte I believo Anderson ox’oased ovor iiito perjury because he swore 1 b hod eer- 
sonally dolxvorod this cover - not the still withheM Sure - te r*> Z 7ov£ t£ ST 

** lusd * f '~ c r’ **"*** *-»• Losar were -there and 

5 f f*S WaS a .w-^ 1083 * ** ™ back to Bud's office. When last I 

discuss^. tU ■ .;ith -aul ho reae.-nbored Andorsor. had rcf.mod to give m uiyildm- In anv 

L? kSTlt’to -L‘. ““ ““ n it JKW ««» JtatoThS 

in oil 1 ?- 0 ??! r" 0000 "* 0 " 010 Ptnnonutop letton. Rnntolehnuo, *ho 

Ste^h d t!'+n U 5’V Clfi0n ' mtia aaa ^''Poaaive response September 14. It is 

' ,roto Curran - 111 rosponso I was invited to filo in uropor person. 
Bu/1 haying rlicclvc-god hie rosponnibllitioa to ne. fawr, in so serious a matter! f * 
fta reluctant vO. I an confident that a eexuparison bc^tween Euckelshaua 1 letter and th- 

S "H** V** to 1;ttah *“* wiJj - ^veal tha?tSShaus wS ^d^ 

and naldAg a aolf-eervlng, false record for later citation. ovaoxng 

f 0103 ^’ 3 Interested in tho official record of misrepresentation and false 

swearing that was made in ny other cases on other subjects, my files are 0 ]wn to him. 


I beliovo you said you had tho court of ptwealn hut . 

record In tlie sp< 'otrogruphi o-analysi 3 suit Tb off-? -luns i t a trlet court 
Agent Williams la included in -t-hn 1 I * offidavi„ bulievo actionable by FBI 

ro’-d It critically and then road thTfif th fSSSSte’rf ?** PBM ^ 1 BUefiCst tluit you 
majority recognised the natu^Tof^af^iSS^ %1t the 

X will explain it. However be^inn-i ‘in- >w « * ' 5 ~ e . ®>t apparent to you 

beat available witness and if what he huoto 70U8 ‘ U1 ij ho Haj competent and tlie 

understand it. hat 110 8WOTO to Wtl3 «»«» relevant I believe you will 

P«JuSo“ ££Z£Z *■*«»* if not 

Warren Commission still was not the WB “® ^ ^ 

Robert Irtw^I? 0 " yoatoiday. It relates to the 

of Sirlian tS* ^STrSSt'hiS^ wM l Ufra * worfc. after the tSd 

present. I hove a xerox of at which ™ w P»»«»tattVft of the dofanao was 

Lu in the trial Sll ^aL „ha^ 2 2 B ?“ l , ho J! * *«*>“ evident 
bow to make in virtually inaedeosj bio T) o *-m 011(1 w ^ ero it could not be witliheld, 

assistant ^ til ° V™*Ui*e judge or the 

Ives and other officiSS At tt/o Sii^ 8 ^ *1? ? * pr03eoutor » the <**■<* o£ detect- 
delayed until after Kixon changedX4^^ ^ ^ * 

a m£T£ SlSaf if »S SJ ovi ' te '“’ * *■>«. «* 1 *«w 

W tiUE} 3X1(1 othcr lienee v» s peraittod to ho tainted. 

o n-iaal of . mona, 

trial but because I was not satisfied about thn ^ honesty 01 the 

— by both, I did not^sSS \T Jrt ’ 1 TOS 

0f < ’ f *“* 5~J=* *» >*» 

who was Immediately a victim of the M - i 1? 1x1 rea P°naible. One ig the coroner, 
have copies of soS of l££ ° nJ tUo otlK>1 ' in 0 criminalist. I 

Sincerely, 


Harold Vaisberg 


